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( 1 ) Jeffrey Sharp . l3) Joev Yao . 

(2) Robert Sandy . 
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Type: a)D Telephonic b)D Video Conference 
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Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)Q Yes e)D No. 

If Yes. brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: claims of record, primarily claim 27 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: prior art of record . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)S was not reached. h)Q N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments; Discussed zinc plating thickness limitation and textured head 
limitation. Applicant's clearly outlined their argument that the Hyner reference allegedly does not teach a zinc layer 
directly applied to the carbon steel fastener, and that the Perkins reference allegedly would not suggest a texture 
applied to the head of a fastener for the intended purpose of facilitating electrodeposition. The Office maintained that 
the prior art references of record, when construed broadly, sufficiently teach each and every limitation of claim 27. . 
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